. The Project Importance measures were adopted from Barki et al. (2001); as recommended, the scores on the individual items were summed into a composite score. Table 3 for categories used SZ2
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Assessing Common Method Bias
We followed the statistical approach described by Liang et al. (2007) to assess common method bias using PLS. As noted by Liang et al. (p. 87) , "if the method factor loadings are insignificant and the indicators' substantive variances are substantially greater than their method variances, we can conclude that common method bias is unlikely to be a serious concern." Table B1 shows each construct, the indicators for each construct, the substantive factor loading, the substantive factor loading squared, the method factor loading, and the method factor loading squared. The results revealed that only 4 (out of 29) of the method factor loadings were statistically significant, and the indicators' substantive variances (average of 0.676) are substantially greater than their method variances (average of 0.021). From this, we conclude that common method bias is unlikely to be a serious concern in this study. 
